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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is responsive to the application filed 3/3 1/2004 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office Action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained through ihc in\ anion is not identicalK disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill hi the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the maimer hi which the invention w as made. 

3. Claims 22, 23, 24, 25, 29, 31, 32, 33, 34, 38, 40, 41, 42, 43, 47, 49, 50, and 51 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Koval et al (US 5,333,299) in view 
of Kainulainen et al (US 6,262,996). 

With respect to claims 22, 3 1 , 40, 49, 50, and 5 1 , Koval teaches a receiver configured to 
receive, from a master device for a data synchronization group, a certificate indicating that the 
slave device belongs to a data synchronization group to which the master device belongs (see 
col. 10, lines 2-10 & 15-22, which teaches a "sync group" that allows the slave in sync with the 
master node to be paired in the same synchronization group upon notification), a certification 
unit configured to determine, when a synchronization request from another device is received, 
whether or not the another device and the slave device belong to the same data synchronization 
group by using the certificate stored in the memory (see col. 10, lines 10-25, which teaches 
grouping slave streams), and a synchronization unit configured to perform data synchronization 
between the another device and the slave device based on the priority stored in the memory when 
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the certification unit determines that the another device and the slave device belong to the same 
data synchronization group (see col. 10, lines 10-25, which teaches grouping of slave streams). 

Koval et al teaches all the limitations of claims 22, 31, 40, 49, 50, and 51, except for a 
priority to be used for solving conflict of data, thereby registering the slave device as a member 
of the data synchronization group to which the master device belongs and performing data 
synchronization between the first slave device and the second slave device based on the priority 
if the first slave device and a memory configured to store the received certificate and priority. 

The general concept of a priority to be used for solving conflict of data, thereby 
registering the slave device as a member of the data synchronization group to which the master 
device belongs and performing data synchronization between the first slave device (see 
Kainulainen et al col. 9, lines 40-45, which teaches synchronization based on a priority list), the 
second slave device based on the priority (see Kainulainen et al col. 9, lines 38-45, which teaches 
that each of the plurality of nodes has independent synchronization capabilities that is done based 
off of highest signal priority), and a memory configured to store the received certificate and 
priority (see Kainulainen et al col. 8, lines 34-39, which teaches memory to store the 
synchronization priority information) is well known in the art as illustrated by Kainulainen et al. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine Koval et al with 
the general concept of wherein the information requested comprises at least one hardware 
characteristic of each of said one or more network workstations, as illustrated by Kainulainen et 
al, in order to effectively implement a server-free sync system. 
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With respect to claims 23, 32, 33, 41, and 42, Koval et al teaches a receiver configured to 
receive, from a master device for a data synchronization group, a certificate indicating that the 
slave device belongs to a data synchronization group to which the master device belongs (see 
Koval et al, col. 10, lines 2-10 & 15-22, which teaches a "sync group" that allows the slave in 
sync with the master node to be paired in the same synchronization group upon notification), a 
certification unit configured to determine, when a synchronization request from another device is 
received, whether or not the another device and the slave device belong to the same data 
synchronization group by using the certificate stored in the memory (see Koval et al, col. 10, 
lines 10-25, which teaches grouping slave streams), and a synchronization unit configured to 
perform data synchronization between the another device and the slave device based on the 
priority stored in the memory when the certification unit determines that the another device and 
the slave device belong to the same data synchronization group (see Koval et al, col. 10, lines 10- 
25, which teaches grouping of slave streams), and wherein said registering is performed after it is 
confirmed that there is no other device than said master device and said slave device, which 
other device is capable of communicating with said master device and is set in a registration 
mode (see Koval et al, col. 7, lines 5-10, which teaches the synchronization manager determining 
any available slaves). 

Koval et al teaches all the limitations of claims 23, 32, 33, 41, and 42, except for a 
priority to be used for solving conflict of data, thereby registering the slave device as a member 
of the data synchronization group to which the master device belongs and performing data 
synchronization between the first slave device and the second slave device based on the priority 
if the first slave device. 
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The general concept of a priority to be used for solving conflict of data, thereby 
registering the slave device as a member of the data synchronization group to which the master 
device belongs and performing data synchronization between the first slave device (see 
Kainulainen et al, col. 9, lines 40-45, which teaches synchronization based on a priority list) and 
the second slave device based on the priority (see Kainulainen et al, col. 9, lines 38-45, which 
teaches that each of the plurality of nodes has independent synchronization capabilities that is 
done based off of highest signal priority) is well known in the art as illustrated by Kainulainen et 
al. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine Koval et al with 
the general concept of wherein the information requested comprises at least one hardware 
characteristic of each of said one or more network workstations, as illustrated by Kainulainen et 
al, in order to effectively implement a server-free sync system. 

With respect to claims 24, Koval et al teaches a receiver configured to receive, from a 
master device for a data synchronization group, a certificate indicating that the slave device 
belongs to a data synchronization group to which the master device belongs (see Koval et al, col. 
10, lines 2-10 & 15-22, which teaches a "sync group" that allows the slave in sync with the 
master node to be paired in the same synchronization group upon notification), a certification 
unit configured to determine, when a synchronization request from another device is received, 
whether or not the another device and the slave device belong to the same data synchronization 
group by using the certificate stored in the memory (see Koval et al, col. 10, lines 10-25, which 
teaches grouping slave streams), a synchronization unit configured to perform data 
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synchronization between the another device and the slave device based on the priority stored in 
the memory when the certification unit determines that the another device and the slave device 
belong to the same data synchronization group (see Koval et al, col. 10, lines 10-25, which 
teaches grouping of slave streams), and wherein another device comprises one of another master 
device and one or more slave devices (see Koval et al, col. 2, lines 20-25, "master/slave 
relationship"). 

Koval et al teaches all the limitations of claims 24, except for a priority to be used for 
solving conflict of data, thereby registering the slave device as a member of the data 
synchronization group to which the master device belongs and performing data synchronization 
between the first slave device and the second slave device based on the priority if the first slave 
device and a memory configured to store the received certificate and priority. 

The general concept of a priority to be used for solving conflict of data, thereby 
registering the slave device as a member of the data synchronization group to which the master 
device belongs and performing data synchronization between the first slave device (see 
Kainulainen et al, col. 9, lines 40-45, which teaches synchronization based on a priority list), the 
second slave device based on the priority (see Kainulainen et al, col. 9, lines 38-45, which 
teaches that each of the plurality of nodes has independent synchronization capabilities that is 
done based off of highest signal priority), and a memory configured to store the received 
certificate and priority (see Kainulainen et al, col. 8, lines 34-39, which teaches memory to store 
the synchronization priority information) is well known in the art as illustrated by Kainulainen et 
al. 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine Koval et al with 
the general concept of wherein the information requested comprises at least one hardware 
characteristic of each of said one or more network workstations, as illustrated by Kainulainen et 
al, in order to effectively implement a server-free sync system. 

With respect to claims 25, 34, and 43, Koval et al teaches transmitting from a master 
device to a slave device a certificate indicating that the slave device belongs to a data 
synchronization group to which the master device belongs (see Koval et al, col. 10, lines 2-10 & 
15-22, which teaches a "sync group" that allows the slave in sync with the master node to be 
paired in the same synchronization group upon notification), determining whether or not a first 
slave device and a second slave device which is capable of communicating with the first slave 
device belong to the same data synchronization group by using the certificate (see Koval et al, 
col. 10, lines 10-25, which teaches grouping slave streams), the second slave device belonging to 
the same data synchronization group (see Koval et al col. 10, lines 10-25, which teaches 
grouping of slave streams), and wherein said master device and slave device store plural types of 
data and belong to plural data synchronization groups defined for each of said plural types of 
data (see col. 5, lines 18-23, which teaches streaming data of predefined data types). 

Koval et al teaches all the limitations of claims 25, 34, and 43, except for a priority to be 
used for solving conflict of data, thereby registering the slave device as a member of the data 
synchronization group to which the master device belongs and performing data synchronization 
between the first slave device and the second slave device based on the priority if the first slave 
device. 
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The general concept of a priority to be used for solving conflict of data, thereby 
registering the slave device as a member of the data synchronization group to which the master 
device belongs and performing data synchronization between the first slave device (see 
Kainulainen et al, col. 9, lines 40-45, which teaches synchronization based on a priority list) and 
the second slave device based on the priority (see Kainulainen et al, col. 9, lines 38-45, which 
teaches that each of the plurality of nodes has independent synchronization capabilities that is 
done based off of highest signal priority) is well known in the art as illustrated by Kainulainen et 
al. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine Koval et al with 
the general concept of wherein the information requested comprises at least one hardware 
characteristic of each of said one or more network workstations, as illustrated by Kainulainen et 
al, in order to effectively implement a server-free sync system. 

4. Claims 26, 35, and 44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Koval et al (US 5,333,299) in view of Kainulainen et al (US 6,262,996), further in view of 
Delagi et al (US 4,016,541). 

With respect to claims 26, 35, and 44, Koval et al teaches transmitting from a master 
device to a slave device a certificate indicating that the slave device belongs to a data 
synchronization group to which the master device belongs (see Koval et al, col. 10, lines 2-10 & 
15-22, which teaches a "sync group" that allows the slave in sync with the master node to be 
paired in the same synchronization group upon notification), determining whether or not a first 
slave device and a second slave device which is capable of communicating with the first slave 
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device belong to the same data synchronization group by using the certificate (see Koval et al, 
col. 10, lines 10-25, which teaches grouping slave streams), the second slave device belonging to 
the same data synchronization group (see Koval et al, col. 10, lines 10-25, which teaches 
grouping of slave streams), and wherein said master device and slave device store plural types of 
data and belong to plural data synchronization groups defined for each of said plural types of 
data (see Koval et al, col. 5, lines 18-23, which teaches streaming data of predefined data types). 

Koval et al teaches all the limitations of claims 26, 35, and 44, except for a priority to be 
used for solving conflict of data, thereby registering the slave device as a member of the data 
synchronization group to which the master device belongs and performing data synchronization 
between the first slave device and the second slave device based on the priority if the first slave 
device. 

The general concept of a priority to be used for solving conflict of data, thereby 
registering the slave device as a member of the data synchronization group to which the master 
device belongs and performing data synchronization between the first slave device (see 
Kainulainen et al, col. 9, lines 40-45, which teaches synchronization based on a priority list) and 
the second slave device based on the priority (see Kainulainen et al, col. 9, lines 38-45, which 
teaches that each of the plurality of nodes has independent synchronization capabilities that is 
done based off of highest signal priority) is well known in the art as illustrated by Kainulainen et 
al. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine Koval et al with 
the general concept of wherein the information requested comprises at least one hardware 
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characteristic of each of said one or more network workstations, as illustrated by Kainulainen et 
al, in order to effectively implement a server-free sync system. 

Koval et al, in combination with Kainulainen et al, teach all the limitations of claims 26, 
35, and 44, except for wherein said registering is performed by transmitting said certificate and 
said priority from the master device belonging to a given synchronization group defined for a 
given type of data to the slave device belonging to the given synchronization group, said 
certificate and said priority being set depending on the given type of data. 

The general concept of wherein said registering is performed by transmitting said 
certificate and said priority from the master device belonging to a given synchronization group 
defined for a given type of data to the slave device belonging to the given synchronization group 
(see Delagi et al, col. 5, lines 60-67 & col. 6, lines 5-25, which teaches that priority is awarded, 
based on type of request, using a master synchronizing signal to a slave synchronizing unit) , said 
certificate and said priority being set depending on the given type of data (see Delagi et al, col. 5, 
lines 60-67, which teaches that priority is issued based on the type of request) is well known in 
the art as illustrated by Delagi et al. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine Koval et al and 
Kainulainen et al with the general concept of wherein said registering is performed by 
transmitting said certificate and said priority from the master device belonging to a given 
synchronization group defined for a given type of data to the slave device belonging to the given 
synchronization group, said certificate and said priority being set depending on the given type of 
data, as illustrated by Delagi et al, in order to effectively implement a master-slave sync system. 
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5. Claims 27, 28, 36, 37, 45, and 46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Koval et al (US 5,333,299) in view of Kainulainen et al (US 6,262,996), 
further in view of Chong et al (US 5,790,791). 

With respect to claims 27, 36, and 45, Koval et al teaches transmitting from a master 
device to a slave device a certificate indicating that the slave device belongs to a data 
synchronization group to which the master device belongs (see Koval et al, col. 10, lines 2-10 & 
15-22, which teaches a "sync group" that allows the slave in sync with the master node to be 
paired in the same synchronization group upon notification), determining whether or not a first 
slave device and a second slave device which is capable of communicating with the first slave 
device belong to the same data synchronization group by using the certificate (see Koval et al, 
col. 10, lines 10-25, which teaches grouping slave streams), the second slave device belonging to 
the same data synchronization group (see Koval et al, col. 10, lines 10-25, which teaches 
grouping of slave streams), and wherein said registering is performed after it is confirmed that 
there is no other device than said master device and said slave device, which other device is 
capable of communicating with said master device and is set in a registration mode (see Koval et 
al, col. 7, lines 5-10, which teaches the synchronization manager determining any available 
slaves). 

Koval et al teaches all the limitations of claims 27, 36, and 45, except for a priority to be 
used for solving conflict of data, thereby registering the slave device as a member of the data 
synchronization group to which the master device belongs and performing data synchronization 
between the first slave device and the second slave device based on the priority if the first slave 
device. 



Application/Control Number: 10/813,035 Page 12 

Art Unit: 2453 

The general concept of a priority to be used for solving conflict of data, thereby 
registering the slave device as a member of the data synchronization group to which the master 
device belongs and performing data synchronization between the first slave device (see 
Kainulainen et al, col. 9, lines 40-45, which teaches synchronization based on a priority list) and 
the second slave device based on the priority (see Kainulainen et al, col. 9, lines 38-45, which 
teaches that each of the plurality of nodes has independent synchronization capabilities that is 
done based off of highest signal priority) is well known in the art as illustrated by Kainulainen et 
al. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine Koval et al with 
the general concept of wherein the information requested comprises at least one hardware 
characteristic of each of said one or more network workstations, as illustrated by Kainulainen et 
al, in order to effectively implement a server-free sync system. 

Koval et al, in combination with Kainulainen et al, teach all the limitations of claims 27, 
36, and 45, except for transmitting data required to operate as the master device from said master 
device to a slave device which is targeted to transfer a master privilege, thereby transferring the 
master privilege to the slave device. 

The general concept of transmitting data required to operate as the master device from 
said master device to a slave device which is targeted to transfer a master privilege, thereby 
transferring the master privilege to the slave device (see Chong et al, col. 2, lines 29-31 and 50- 
60, which teaches transfer of control from the master unit in the master/slave embodiment) is 
well known in the art as illustrated by Chong et al. 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine Koval et al and 
Kainulainen et al with the general concept of transmitting data required to operate as the master 
device from said master device to a slave device which is targeted to transfer a master privilege, 
thereby transferring the master privilege to the slave device, as illustrated by Chong et al, in 
order to effectively implement a data sync system. 

With respect to claims 28, 37, and 46, Koval et al teaches transmitting from a master 
device to a slave device a certificate indicating that the slave device belongs to a data 
synchronization group to which the master device belongs (see Koval et al, col. 10, lines 2-10 & 
15-22, which teaches a "sync group" that allows the slave in sync with the master node to be 
paired in the same synchronization group upon notification), determining whether or not a first 
slave device and a second slave device which is capable of communicating with the first slave 
device belong to the same data synchronization group by using the certificate (see Koval et al, 
col. 10, lines 10-25, which teaches grouping slave streams), the second slave device belonging to 
the same data synchronization group (see Koval et al, col. 10, lines 10-25, which teaches 
grouping of slave streams), and wherein said registering is performed after it is confirmed that 
there is no other device than said master device and said slave device, which other device is 
capable of communicating with said master device and is set in a registration mode (see Koval et 
al, col. 7, lines 5-10, which teaches the synchronization manager determining any available 
slaves). 

Koval et al teaches all the limitations of claims 28, 37, and 46, except for a priority to be 
used for solving conflict of data, thereby registering the slave device as a member of the data 
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synchronization group to which the master device belongs and performing data synchronization 
between the first slave device and the second slave device based on the priority if the first slave 
device. 

The general concept of a priority to be used for solving conflict of data, thereby 
registering the slave device as a member of the data synchronization group to which the master 
device belongs and performing data synchronization between the first slave device (see 
Kainulainen et al, col. 9, lines 40-45, which teaches synchronization based on a priority list) and 
the second slave device based on the priority (see Kainulainen et al, col. 9, lines 38-45, which 
teaches that each of the plurality of nodes has independent synchronization capabilities that is 
done based off of highest signal priority) is well known in the art as illustrated by Kainulainen et 
al. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine Koval et al with 
the general concept of wherein the information requested comprises at least one hardware 
characteristic of each of said one or more network workstations, as illustrated by Kainulainen et 
al, in order to effectively implement a server-free sync system. 

Koval et al, in combination with Kainulainen et al, teach all the limitations of claims 28, 
37, and 46, except for transmitting data required to operate as the master device from said master 
device to a slave device which is targeted to transfer a master privilege, thereby transferring the 
master privilege to the slave device and wherein said master privilege transferring is performed 
after it is confirmed that there is no other slave device than said master device and said slave 
device, which other slave device is capable of communicating with said master device and is set 
in a master privilege transfer mode. 
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The general concept of transmitting data required to operate as the master device from 
said master device to a slave device which is targeted to transfer a master privilege, thereby 
transferring the master privilege to the slave device (see Chong et al, col. 2, lines 29-31 and 50- 
60, which teaches transfer of control from the master unit in the master/slave embodiment) and 
wherein said master privilege transferring is performed (see Chong et al, col. 2, lines 50-60, 
which teaches transfer of control from the master unit) after it is confirmed that there is no other 
slave device than said master device and said slave device, which other slave device is capable of 
communicating with said master device and is set in a master privilege transfer mode(see Chong 
et al, col. 2, lines 29-31, "master/slave determination") is well known in the art as illustrated by 
Chong et al. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine Koval et al and 
Kainulainen et al with the general concept of transmitting data required to operate as the master 
device from said master device to a slave device which is targeted to transfer a master privilege, 
thereby transferring the master privilege to the slave device and wherein said master privilege 
transferring is performed after it is confirmed that there is no other slave device than said master 
device and said slave device, which other slave device is capable of communicating with said 
master device and is set in a master privilege transfer mode, as illustrated by Chong et al, in 
order to effectively implement a data sync system. 

With respect to claims 29, 38, and 47, Koval et al teaches transmitting from a master 
device to a slave device a certificate indicating that the slave device belongs to a data 
synchronization group to which the master device belongs (see Koval et al, col. 10, lines 2-10 & 



Application/Control Number: 10/813,035 Page 16 

Art Unit: 2453 

15-22, which teaches a "sync group" that allows the slave in sync with the master node to be 
paired in the same synchronization group upon notification), determining whether or not a first 
slave device and a second slave device which is capable of communicating with the first slave 
device belong to the same data synchronization group by using the certificate (see Koval et al, 
col. 10, lines 10-25, which teaches grouping slave streams), and the second slave device 
belonging to the same data synchronization group (see Koval et al, col. 10, lines 10-25, which 
teaches grouping of slave streams), and slave devices that belong to the same sync group (see 
Koval et al, col. 10, lines 10-25, which teaches grouping). 

Koval et al teaches all the limitations of claims 29, 38, and 47, except for a priority to be 
used for solving conflict of data, thereby registering the slave device as a member of the data 
synchronization group to which the master device belongs, performing data synchronization 
between the first slave device and the second slave device based on the priority if the first slave 
device, and exchanging priority between slave devices. 

The general concept of a priority to be used for solving conflict of data, thereby 
registering the slave device as a member of the data synchronization group to which the master 
device belongs and performing data synchronization between the first slave device (see 
Kainulainen et al, col. 9, lines 40-45, which teaches synchronization based on a priority list) and 
the second slave device based on the priority (see Kainulainen et al, col. 9, lines 38-45, which 
teaches that each of the plurality of nodes has independent synchronization capabilities that is 
done based off of highest signal priority), and exchanging priority between slave devices (see 
Kainulainen et al, col. 2, lines 50-60, which teaches transferring synchronization messages of 
priority of the node signals) is well known in the art as illustrated by Kainulainen et al. 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine Koval et al with 
the general concept of wherein the information requested comprises at least one hardware 
characteristic of each of said one or more network workstations, as illustrated by Kainulainen et 
al, in order to effectively implement a server-free sync system. 

6. Claims 30, 39, and 48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Koval et al (US 5,333,299) in view of Kainulainen et al (US 6,262,996) and Chong et al (US 
5,790,791), further in view of Arita et al (US 4,727,539). 

With respect to claims 30, 39, and 48, Koval ct al teaches transmitting from a master 
device to a slave device a certificate indicating that the slave device belongs to a data 
synchronization group to which the master device belongs (see col. 10, lines 2-10 & 15-22, 
which teaches a "sync group" that allows the slave in sync with the master node to be paired in 
the same synchronization group upon notification), determining whether or not a first slave 
device and a second slave device which is capable of communicating with the first slave device 
belong to the same data synchronization group by using the certificate (see col. 10, lines 10-25, 
which teaches grouping slave streams), the second slave device belonging to the same data 
synchronization group (see col. 10, lines 10-25, which teaches grouping of slave streams), and 
wherein said registering is performed after it is confirmed that there is no other device than said 
master device and said slave device, which other device is capable of communicating with said 
master device and is set in a registration mode (see col. 7, lines 5-10, which teaches the 
synchronization manager determining any available slaves). 
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Koval et al teaches all the limitations of claims 30, 39, and 48, except for a priority to be 
used for solving conflict of data, thereby registering the slave device as a member of the data 
synchronization group to which the master device belongs, performing data synchronization 
between the first slave device and the second slave device based on the priority if the first slave 
device, and wherein said priority exchanging is performed after it is confirmed that there is no 
other slave device than said master device and said slave device, which other slave device is 
capable of communicating with said master device and is set in a priority exchanging mode. 

The general concept of a priority to be used for solving conflict of data, thereby 
registering the slave device as a member of the data synchronization group to which the master 
device belongs and performing data synchronization between the first slave device (see 
Kainulainen et al, col. 9, lines 40-45, which teaches synchronization based on a priority list) and 
the second slave device based on the priority (see Kainulainen et al, col. 9, lines 38-45, which 
teaches that each of the plurality of nodes has independent synchronization capabilities that is 
done based off of highest signal priority), and exchanging priority between slave devices (see 
Kainulainen et al, col. 2, lines 50-60, which teaches transferring synchronization messages of 
priority of the node signals) is well known in the art as illustrated by Kainulainen et al. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine Koval et al with 
the general concept of wherein the information requested comprises at least one hardware 
characteristic of each of said one or more network workstations, as illustrated by Kainulainen et 
al, in order to effectively implement a server-free sync system. 

Koval et al, in combination with Kainulainen et al, teach all the limitations of claims 30, 
39, and 48, except for transmitting data required to operate as the master device from said master 



Application/Control Number: 10/813,035 Page 19 

Art Unit: 2453 

device to a slave device which is targeted to transfer a master privilege, thereby transferring the 
master privilege to the slave device and wherein said master privilege transferring is performed 
after it is confirmed that there is no other slave device than said master device and said slave 
device, which other slave device is capable of communicating with said master device and is set 
in a master privilege transfer mode. 

The general concept of transmitting data required to operate as the master device from 
said master device to a slave device which is targeted to transfer a master privilege, thereby 
transferring the master privilege to the slave device (see Chong et al, col. 2, lines 29-31 and 50- 
60, which teaches transfer of control from the master unit in the master/slave embodiment) and 
wherein said master privilege transferring is performed (see Chong et al, col. 2, lines 50-60, 
which teaches transfer of control from the master unit) after it is confirmed that there is no other 
slave device than said master device and said slave device, which other slave device is capable of 
communicating with said master device and is set in a master privilege transfer mode(see Chong 
et al, col. 2, lines 29-31, "master/slave determination") is well known in the art as illustrated by 
Chong et al. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine Koval et al and 
Kainulainen et al with the general concept of transmitting data required to operate as the master 
device from said master device to a slave device which is targeted to transfer a master privilege, 
thereby transferring the master privilege to the slave device and wherein said master privilege 
transferring is performed after it is confirmed that there is no other slave device than said master 
device and said slave device, which other slave device is capable of communicating with said 
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master device and is set in a master privilege transfer mode, as illustrated by Chong et al, in 
order to effectively implement a data sync system. 

Koval et al, in combination with Kainulainen et al and Chong et al, teach all the 
limitations of claims 30, 39, and 48, except for a priority exchanging mode. 

The general concept of a priority exchanging mode (see Arita et al, col. 13, lines 1-5, 
"changing priority") is well known in the art as illustrated by Arita et al. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine Koval et al, 
Chong et al, and Kainulainen et al with the general concept of a priority exchanging mode, as 
illustrated by Arita et al, in order to effectively implement an element transmission system. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Randy A. Scott whose telephone number is (571) 272-3797. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday 7:30 am-5:00 pm, second Fridays 7:30 
am-4pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on (571) 272-4001. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
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applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
/R. S./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2453 
20090110 
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